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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed In this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been 
withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 17 June 2008 
has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 41 ,49,50,52,53,55,56,58-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schentag et al (US Patent 5,279,607) in view of Iddan et al (US 
Patent 5,604,531 as previously cited) further view of Fujita et al (US Patent 
7,061,523) 

3. Re Claims 41 ,49,50,52,53,55,56,58,59-63,64-68: Schentag et al teach a 
system (See Fig, 1) for receiving in vivo signals transmitted from within a body, the 
system comprising: a receiver said receiver (8) comprising an amplifier ; a plurality of 



Application/Control Number: 10/562,865 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3768 

antennas (7) adapted to be placed on the body connected to the receiver, wherein the 
plurality of antennas are to receive an in vivo signal transmitted from within the body; 
and a recorder (11) is separated from the receiver; wherein the amplifier is configured to 
amplify the at least signal received from the antennas. (See Col.3, lines 4-68; Col.4, 
lines 1-50). 

4. Schentag et al teach the claimed invention supra, Schentag at al does not 
teach that the system includes a switching unit, and a recorder is configured to be worn 
by a patient's body . 

5. Iddan et al teach an in vivo system which includes a recorder configured to be 
worn by a patient's body, an amplifier (32) which amplifies the in vivo signals received 
from at least one antenna from the plurality of antennas (See Col.3, lines 58-65, Col. 5, 
lines 19- 25) and automatically adjusting operation of a receiver according to the 
identified type of antenna (See Col. 4, lines 41-45 and Col. 4, lines 57-61). 

6. Re Claim 49: Iddan et al teach an in vivo system wherein the plurality of 
antennas comprises a radio frequency antenna (See Col. 3, lines 58-67). 

7. Re Claim 59: Iddan et al teach an in vivo system wherein the plurality of 
antennas can be arranged in a circular pattern to wrap around the patient (See Col. 4, 
lines 26-30 and Fig 4). 

8. Re Claim 68: Iddan et al teach an in vivo system wherein at least one signal is 
the strongest signal received by the by the plurality of antennas. (See Col.5, lines 19- 
31). 
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It would have been obvious to one liaving ordinary sl^ill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify the in vivo system of Schentag et al to include or 
incorporate the teaching of an amplifier (common signal booster) and a recorder 
which is configured to be worn by a patient's body of Iddan et al in order to accept a 
small (weak) signal (s) and outputs a larger (stronger) signal (s) (See Col.3, lines 58- 
65) so that the received signals can be transform into video data stream (See Col.1, 
lines 61-67 Col.1, lines 1-6) as taught by Iddan et al 

9. The combination of Schentag et al and Iddan et al do not teach that the system 
includes a switching unit . 

1 0. Fujita et al teach a system for receiving in vivo signals transmitted from within a 
body, the system comprising: a receiver said receiver (5) comprising a switching unit 
(45,31,46,33,32) which is configured to transmit and receive signals; a plurality of 
antennas (11 (a-d)) adapted to be placed on the body connected to the receiver 
wherein the plurality of the antennas are to receive an in vivo signal transmitted from 
within the body(See Flg.4). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify the in vivo system of Schentag et al and Iddan et al to 
include switching unit of Fujita et al in order to sequentially select the highest strength 
desire radio wave signal (s) during in vivo signal acquisition during the movement of 
capsule in a living body (See Col.7, lines 1-67; See Col.7, lines 1-67 ) as taught by 
Iddan et al. 
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Schentag et al in view of Iddan et al and furtlier view of Fujita et al teach the 
elements (receiver (amplifier and switching unit), antennas and recorder) of claimed 
invention except that " the switching unit is located an electrically shorter distance to 
the plurality of antennas than the recorder." It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Schentag et al in 
view of Iddan et al and further view of Fujita et al wherein the switching unit is 
located an electrically shorter distance to the plurality of antennas (See Fig.4) than the 
recorder (memory) in order to achieve better and stronger in vivo signals as taught by 
Fujita et al. 

In KSR, the Supreme Court has previously held that the mere combination of 
prior art elements to yield predictable results does not constitute a patentable advance 
in the art (see for precedent KSR International Co. v. Teleflex Inc, 82 USPQ2d 1385). 
Also, it has been held that rearranging parts (elements) of an invention involves 
only routine skill in the art. In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70. 

Response to Arguments 

Examiner acknowledges Applicant's amendment and remarks filed 17June 2008 

Claims 41 , 49, 50, 52, 53, 55, 56, 58-68 are now pending. The Examiner 

acknowledges the amendments to Claims 41 , 50, 61-65, 67 as well as the cancellation 
of Claims 47-, 48, 51 , and additional of new 68. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 41 , 49, 50, 52, 53, 55, 56, 58, 59- 
63, 64-68 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LAWRENCE N. LARYEA whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9060. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 a.m. -5:30 p.m. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Long Le can be reached on 571-272-0823. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

LNL 



/Long V Le/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3768 



